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SUPREME COURT MINUTES 
WEDNESDAY, MARCH 9, 2005 

SAN FRANCISCO, CALIFORNIA 
 
 

 The Supreme Court of California reconvened in the courtroom of the Earl 
Warren Building, 350 McAllister Street, Fourth Floor, San Francisco, California, on 
March 9, 2005, at 9:00 a.m. 
 
 Present:  Chief Justice Ronald M. George, presiding, and Associate Justices  
Kennard, Baxter, Werdegar, Chin, Brown, and Moreno. 
 
 Officers present:  Frederick K. Ohlrich, Clerk; and Gail Gray, Calendar 
Coordinator. 
 
 
S115738 Donald Paul Warrick, Petitioner 
  v. 
 Los Angeles County Superior Court, Respondent 
 City of Los Angeles Police Department, et al., Real Parties in Interest 
  Cause called.  Mark Harvis, Office of the Public Defender, argued 

for Petitioner. 
  Kim Rodgers Westhoff, City Attorneys Office, argued for Real 

Party in Interest. 
  Mr. Harvis replied. 
  Cause submitted. 
 
 
S025519 The People, Respondent 
  v. 
 Colin Raker Dickey, Appellant 
  Cause called.  James W. Haworth argued for Appellant. 
  J. Robert Jibson, Office of the Attorney General, argued for 

Respondent. 
  Mr. Haworth replied. 
  Cause submitted. 
 
 
  Court adjourned. 
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 S027264 PEOPLE v. FRIEND (JACK W.) 
 Extension of time granted 
 
  to May 6, 2005 to file respondent's brief.  

Extension is granted based upon Deputy 
Attorney General Gregg E. Zywicke's 
representation that he anticipates filing that brief 
by 5/6/2005.  After that date, no further 
extension will be granted. 

 
 
 S037625 PEOPLE v. HARRIS (LANELL) 
 Extension of time granted 
 
  to April 18, 2005 to file respondent’s brief.  

Extension is granted based upon Supervising 
Deputy Attorney General Susan D. Martynec's 
representation that she anticipates filing that 
brief by 4/18/2005.  After that date, no further 
extension will be granted. 

 
 
 S049626 PEOPLE v. HAJEK & VO 
 Extensions of time granted (2) 
 
 (1) to May 9, 2005 to file appellant HAJEK'S 

opening brief.  After that date, only one further 
extension totaling about 30 additional days will 
be granted.  Extension is granted based upon 
Senior Deputy State Public Defender Alison 
Pease's representation that she anticipates filing 
that brief by 6/9/2005. 

 
 (2) to May 5, 2005 to file appellant VO'S opening 

brief. After that date, only one further extension 
totaling about 60 additional days will be 
granted. Extension is granted based upon 
counsel Doron Weinberg's representation that he 
anticipates filing that brief by 7/6/2005. 

 
 
 S060500 PEOPLE v. D’ARCY (JONATHAN D.) 
 Extension of time granted 
 
  to April 25, 2005 to file respondent's brief.  

After that date, only one further extension 
totaling about 30 additional days will be 
granted. 
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 S123539 DUNN (RODNEY T.) ON H.C. 
 Extension of time granted 
 
  to May 9, 2005 for respondent to file the 

informal response. 
 
 
 S126864 SOUKUP v. STOCK 
 B154311 Second Appellate District, Extension of time granted 
 Division Five 
  to May 10, 2005 to file appellant's answer brief 

on the merits. 
 
 
 S129125 GOLETA v. S.C. (OLY CHADMAR SANDPIPER  
 B175054 Second Appellate District, GENERAL PARTNERSHIP 
 Division Six Extension of time granted 
 
  to April 18, 2005 to file petitioner's answer brief 

on the merits.  No further extensions will be 
granted. 

 
 
 S129755 PEOPLE v. STANDISH 
 B166344 Second Appellate District, Extension of time granted 
 Division Three 
  to March 25, 2005 to file appellant's opening 

brief on the merits. 
 
 
 S130086 PEOPLE v. ACKERMAN 
 H026899 Sixth Appellate District Counsel appointment order filed 
 
  Elaine Forrester is hereby appointed to represent 

appellant. 
 
 
 S131058 PEOPLE v. GALE 
 C045031 Third Appellate District Order filed 
 C045561 
  The order filed on March 2, 2005, denying 

review is amended as to the Court of Appeal 
number. 
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 S131714 DRYG v. S.C. (PEOPLE) 
 H028190 Sixth Appellate District Transferred to CA 6 
 
  The above-entitled matter is transferred to the 

Court of Appeal, Sixth Appellate District, for 
consideration in light of Hagan v. Superior 
Court (1962) 57 Cal.2d 767.  In the event the 
Court of Appeal determines that this petition is 
substantially identical to a prior petition, the 
repetitious petition shall be denied.  

 
 
 
 
 



 
 


